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Nature and Scope of the Study : 

Dur'irig the L976 summer and fall or/entati on programs, a questionnaire pVe- 
pared by the Americai^ Counci 1 ontducation (ACE) was admiriistered to 2,190 
students (approximately 75%) of the entering freshmen class at the University 
of^South Carolina (USC). A total of 393 institutiops of higher education 
including 51 universities also participated in this continuing national 
study of higher education sponsored by ACE's Cooperative' Institutional Re- 
search Program, . • 

The following study presents a comparative- analysis of the various demographic 
data, opinions and projections of ' the entering freshmen class at U.,S,C, during 
Fall 1976. U.S.C. entering freshmen were, compared as a whole to the national 
norms; they weVe.also compared by race for the first time* Sex differences ^ 
were reported where the:|^appeared to be important, /Eleven, areas of interest 
were selected for, this analysis from the original 52 areas contained in the 
questionnaire.-^ These areas were selected to provide a Composite profile 
of the' entering freshman at USC, Fall 1976. Each area is presented in 
tabular form and followed by comment's .to highlight the major comparisons,, 

r ■ ' . -^ ■ . ^' 

^The eleven areas of interest which were considered are: * . . 

-Age by December 31, 1976 . ' • ' 
.\ - Racial, backgrojund 

- Average grade in high school 

' - Highest degr^ planned anywhere - • 

• - Reasons noted as very important in selecting this college 

- Estimated parental income * 

- Probabla major field of^ study 

r Current religious preference . . ^ 

- Political orientation 

^ - Future 'c -.timations , i « 

, - Resi.dencj planned during fall term ^ , 

.1- A 



Table 1^ 



iA COMPARISON OF AGE OF |uSC ENTERING TRESHHEN BY UNIV£RSITY NATIONAL NORMS AND RACE 



Age by Dec. 31. 1976' 

16 or younger 

17 ■ /' - 

.18 - ' 
19 

20-25 

26 or older 



usc« 


use 


use. 


NAT'L 


BLACK- 


WHITE -• 


" TOTAL 


NOpMS 


O.S 


0-. 1 


0.2 


0.1 


14.5 ^ 


'5-. 8 


7.2 


4.0 


69.8 


74.0 


73.5 ' 


. 79.9 


12.5 


17.2 


16.3 


■ 14.3 


1.2 


2.5 


2.3 


1.5 


l'.2 


, 0.3 


0.4 


• 0.2 



Comme 



sXts: 



1. The percentage of USC entering freshmen by age level were generally the same 
as the national nortns, although USC students were more dispersed over the 
total range of ages than were students nationally. 

2. USC entering freshmen were more likely to describe their age as le^s than 18 
J and 19 and older wheVi comparedYto national liorms.. ; ^ 

3. A smaller .percentage of USC e/tering freshmen (73.5%)" described their age\as^ 
"18" when compared to the national norm of 79.9%v" 

4. Among USC entering freshmen, black students were more likely to be younger 
than 18 (15.3%) than were whites (5.9%). In'contrast, white students wei?e 

. more apt to be older than 18 (20.0%)- than were blacks. (14.9%). - \ 



- , Table/? 
A COMPARISON OF AGE OF.USC ENTERING FRESHMEN "tv' UNIVERSITY NATIONAL NORHS, RACE, 
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AGE BY DECEMBER '31, 1976 
16 or younger 
.17 

18'' • . 
19 

20-25 

26 br older 



4 



use 


BLACK 


M 


T 




0.6 


11.0 


16:8 


76.0 


65.8 




13.5 


0.0 


1.8 


r.o-' 


1.2 



use WHilTE 



' 0.1 
' 3.o' 
73. -7 
18.8 

0.2, 



T' 

I 0.1 
8.8 
74.3 
15.4 
0.8 

4. 

0.4 



Comments: . . ^ ' k> ' ' • * » • . • 

l/ Female entering freshmen were more likely to be younger than iSlfeoth at USC and in the 
This distinction held. for both black and white students at USC. - 

2. Similar to the national norms USC white ma^es were more apt tian white females to be 19 
finding did not hold true for USC black freshmen, however. ^ 



EKLC 



■y ■ 

Tjbie 3 ', 





9 • 


, ,. ■ 4 


• 

.RACIA' BACKGROUND • " 




NAT'L NORMS. 


White/eaucasXan 


■ ' .56.1 , . 


■ . , 90.3 , • 


Black/Negro/Afro-Amencan, 


■ • , 12.8 . 


' • 6.9 


American Indian , . - 


-0.3 . ■ 


. 0.7 . 


Oriental * ' . 






Hexican-American/Chkano* 


, ■ "O.p 


•. 0.4 ; 


Puerto Rican-Americirt*^ 




0.3 , 


■■■■ \ 

Other 


^ . .0.4 • 


• . 1.2' • 



Comnents: 

1. 'Approximately M of USC entering freshmen deiscribed themselves as white/caucasian comfJared to the national ' 
norms of 90. 3t " j - • , • : ■ . ' 

2. Approximately 13^ of the USC entering freshmen described themselves as black/negro/«fro-american compeared .to 
the national norms of 6.9t ' . \\ . ' ■ 

3. StudentS'from other racial backgrounds comprised about M of entering freshmen nationaUy and less than 11 
' of use entering' freshmen. 
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Table 4 
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A COMPARISON Of AVE RAGE GRADE IN HIGH SCHOOU-OF USC ENTERING FRESHMEN BY UNIVERSIT-Y 
— ■ \ ~ T NATIONAL. NOftMS AND RACE ' '. \ 



AVERAGE GRADE IN HIGH SCHOOL 
y' ' ~ 



A 
B 
C 
D 



•2 



USC ' 


USC 


USC ' " 


NAT'L 


BLACK 


WHITE 


■ TOTAL . 


„ NORMS 


_.16.8 


15.5 . 


15.6 


34.3 


63.7 


62.6 


63.1 


56.6 


19.5 


r 21.5 


21.1 


8.9 


0.0 


0.2 ? 


0.2 





Comments ; 



1. USC entering freshmen reported an average grade in high school of "A" consider- 
ably less frequently than the ;national. norms (USC 15.6%); National Nbrms (34,3%) 

J ' « , ^ 

2. USC entering freshmen were«more likely to report an average grade of "B" in 
high school than were their national counterparts (USC 63.1%); National Norms 
(56. 6«). ^ 

3. Average grades in high school were generally the same for black and white. U^C 
entering freshmen with overall averages foe blacks slightly higher. 



\ J 
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" . . > . ' . Table 5 • 



AWARjSQN 0^ WGE GftADP IN HIGH .SCHOOL OF m ENTERING FRESHHENBY UNIVERSIT Y NATIONAL NOlii RACE AND SEX 



... . / ■ ., • ,^ use BLACK . use WHITE ■•■ NAT'L NORHS 

, ■\ ' ... M • F ■ r~T " ' r — F 

' AVERAGE GRADE IN HIGH 'SCHDOb : •.■ , ' , « ; • ' 

: ; V. • ■ ^ n.3 ai . 11.9 19.4 30.4 . 38.7 

■ \ B , . V. , 64.2. 59.0. 66.8 

C , ■ . . ,■: ' ; .25.8 15.5 28.8 ' 13.8' 

. . .• ' ■ ■ V- ' .. . 

' . ' • '0.0: U ^ 0.3' 'O.L 0.1 0.0 




V 



Coiiiiiente: ' 



1. Femlles ar^^.niore likely thai! jiales .tQ' have received an avera'ge grade of "A" in high school. -This finding 

^ hol(k^both .for use entering -Yreshmen -and the natid^^^ . . ' " ^ 

• . « I ■ 

2. Among^USC entering, freshmen, both black and white' fema^les were more apt to have received. an average grade 

of "A" in.higti school than were th^ir male coiltiterp^rts'.-. In addition, they were/ess likely td be received 
a grade of "C". ' ' / ^ 
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Table 6 



A. COMP ARISON "OF HIGHEST DEGREE PLANNED ANYWHERE FOR USC 'ENTERING FRESHMEN BY ufrlVER- 
[ ~ ' SITY NATIONAL NORMS AND~MCE ^ ^ ~ 



None - , 

Asj5ociafJ& (A, A. or equivalent) 

Bachelocs (B.A! or B.S. ) 



♦Masters (M,A. or M.S.) 
Ph.D. or Ed.D. 

M.D.. D,0., D.D..S., or*D^V.M. 

L.L.B.'or J.D. (Law) 

B.D. or M.Div. - ^ 

Other 



use 


USC 


use 


NAT'L 


BLACK 


WHITE 

— If ■ 


TOTAL. ^ 


NORMS 


0.5 


■■0.8 


0.8 


1'.3 


4.2 


4.1 \ 


. 4.1 • 


1.1 


cD • U 


' HO • □ 


41 ? 

• 


* 34 2 


39.1 


26.9 


28.. 6 


30.3 










11.6 


9.0 


9.3 


ii.9 


7.0 


.6.7 


6.8 

i 


12.0 


9,8 


6.2 . 


6.6 


7.2 


;.o.5 


0.6 


■0.6 


•0.3 


1.4 


2.2 


2.0 


1.7 



Coinnents.i v 

1. Compared to national norms, a smaller percentage of USC entering freshmen 
•planned.^ pursue all categories of post baccalaureate degrees listed except 
I'B.D. or M.Div." and "Other." . 

2. A higher percentage of USC entering freshmen considered the Asso9^ate de«fee 
(or equivalent) to be the highest degree they would lobtain compared to national 

, norms. ^ »>• i 

3. A higher percentage (69.4%) of 'USC black entering freshmen planned to pursue , 
post baccalaureate degrees than USC whUe entering fre'shmen (51.6%).. The per- 
centagefor black USC entering freshmen is higher than the national norms (63.4%) 



Table 7- ' ' ' ' 



A COHPARIS QN^QF HIGHEST DEf.REr PLANIIED mWWm FOR (JSC ENTPIn6 FRESIIHEN BY UNieSITY M 



I 

00 
I 



- -A . • 

rilGHLST DEGREE' PLANN ED hmm 

None ' ' / . 

^Associate (A.A. or Equivalent) 

.Bachel|)rs (B.A. or B.S.j , ^ 

Masters (M.A. or'H.S.) 
■ 'Pfi.D. or Ed.D. ' ' 

H. D.,D.O.,D.O.S.,orD.i;.H'- ' 
L.L.B. or J.O. (La,w)' ( 

B.D,. orM.Div. ' 

. ■ ■ ' . - ■■ ^ 
Other : ' ^ 

' , ' .. ' ' ■ ■ ' • ■ 

Conwents: - , 

I. A larger percentage of black nale (12.11!) and black female (67.4fl entering freshmen at USC planned to pursue 
. . post baccalaureate degrees tharv the university national norms (male, 67.81S; female, 58. 4X). 

2. Among USC entering freshmen, females were more apt than males to plan'inasters degrees, while males were more 
apt to plan doctorat|?|- and degrees in law and medicine, ' . , ' 



iicr Di Ariz 


UjL Wnl It 


NAT'L NORMS 




M F 


M 

rl 

« 


r w 


1.2 '0.0 


. ' 0.5' 1,1 \ 


1 9 


•J 


3.5 4.7- 


. , 4.8 6.6 . 




1 d 


23.3 , 27.9 


42.7 >-44,4 • 


JU.o 


Jo.O 


34'.9 41.9 


• 23.5 30.4 


28.9 


■31.9' 


11.6' 11.6 


10.4^ 7.5 


'l3.4 


10.1 


9,3. 5.4 


9.1'' 4.1 


14.4 


9.4 


li.6' 8.5 , 


9.5 2.7 


. 9.0 •, 


5.1 


1.2 0.0 


,0.8 0.4 


' 0.4 


0.2 


3.5 0.0 


1.6 2.8 




1.7 



Table 8 



h COMPARISON OFJEASONJ NOTED AS M IHPOM IN SELECTING THIS COLLEGE FOB:USC ENTERING FRESrtf N.BY UNIVERSITY 

NATIONAL- NORHS, RACE, AND SEX ' .... 



REASONS NOTEHS VERY IMPORTANT IN .. 
SELECTING T HIS COLLEGE 

1.1 
I 

Relative^ wanted me to cd^ here 
Teacher advised me ' 
H^s good academic reputation 
Offered "financial assistance- 
Not a^c'epted anywhere else. 
Advicfe of someone who attended 
Offers special education programs 
Has low tuition 
Advice of guidance counselor 
"'Wanted to live at home 
Friend suggested attending 
College Tepresentative 

Coinments: 



use 


use 


use 


NAT'L 


BLACK 


WHITE 


TOTAL 


NORHS 


' 11.1 


8.0 


8.4 


'5.7 




, 2.1'"' 

1 


2.4 . , 


'3.'5 


64.8 ■ 


33.7 


37.7 


■ 57.8 


,23.) ' 


6.2 




• 12.4 


, 2.9:^ 


2.4 


' 2.4 


2.1; 


" 11.6 


14.4 


14.0 ' 


, 13.6' 


-32.1 


21.1 


11,^ ■ 


26.3 


'22.0 


11.8 


13.2 


13.1 


7:3 


3.2 


' ^.7 


5.6 


7.4 • 


6.3 


6.5 


4.5 


.7.0 


9.1 


■ ' 8.7 


5.6' 

1 

/ 


4.6 


2.1 


2.4 


12 



I In comparison with the national norms, USC entering freshmen were less likely than the i\?tional norms to cite 
the fol lowing reasons as very 'important in selecting their college choice: "has good academsc reputation||, 
"offered financial assistance", "offers, special educat-ion programs", and "advice of a guidance counselor, 



Comnents (continued): 



I 



2. use, entering freslimen were more likely than- their national counterparts to cite the following reasons as very 
• iinportant''in selecting their college: "friend suggested attending", "wanted to live at ho'-e".' and' "relatives 
' wanted mcto come here." ' ' ■ ' " > /, 

/ ■ ■ ■ ■ : ^ ■ • ■' . • 

3. Thfe reasons listed most. often by USC entering freshmen were: "has good academic reputation" (37.7^), "offers 

. sp'icial educational |)rograms" (22.5?.), "advisee of someone, who alitended'" (14.0'^)', and "has low tuition"^(13.2?0. 



r. 



4. USC black entering freshtnen werejore likely than whites to be influenced 'by u good academic reputation", "finan- 
, pial -assistance", "special education programs.", "low. tuition".' "advice-^f ^idance counselor"* "relatives iwanted 

me to :come", "college representative"; and "teacher advised me." Reasons noted more often by .whites were^- 

'"advice 'of someone who, attended" and. "friend suggested attending. 
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Table 9 ... y ' 

A COMPARISON OF ESTIMATED PARENTAL INCOME FOR USC ENTERING fIpESHMEN BY UNIVERSI TY 
■ NATIONAL- NORMS AND RACE 



• 

• 

ESTIMAIED PARENTAL INCOME* . 


use . . 

Di Ari/ 
dLALK 


use • 

IJLI TTC 

WnX 1 L 


-use 

1 U 1 ML 


NAT'L 


Less than $6,000 


LO.i 


0 • D 


0 • 0 

/ 




6,000 - 9,999 


\ 21.5,. - 


6.7 


8.7 


7.3 


10,000 - 14,999 . - 


- \27.O 


18.0- 


19.4 


18.9 -. 


15,000 - 24,000 . ■ . 


15.6 


34.2 


ai.7 . 


32.8" 


25,000 - 34 ,-999 . - . 


\< f 6.8 


20.7 


18.6, 


17.3 


35,*000 - 49,999 ^' ' ^ 


0.8 


9.7 


8.5 


9.6 


50,000 or more 


0.0 


7,2 


,6.3 


-873 



*The ACE data were divided into f.ourteen income levels^ For ease of comparison, 
the levels were combined into the above levels. - \ 



Comments:* • ' 

1. Percentages of USC entering freshmen in various parental income categories 
are stffiilar to the national norms. ' 

2. use black entering freshmen were more apt .tp report lower parental 'incomes 
. than use white entering freshmen. Only 10.2%- of white students reported parental 

incomes Tower than $10,000 as compared to 49.8%"of black students reporting 
parental incomes of less t)ian "$10,000. . . 

-3. None of the USC black entering freshmen jgave their estimated parental income 

as $?0,000 or more compared 'to USC white entering freshmen (6.3%) and national \ 
norms (8.3%) . - , . ■ . 1 



. • . . , . 'IMe 10_ , ^ 

. . ■ ■ >.,.•■.- - ■ . . ■• , ■• ^ 

A COMPARISON Of PROBABLE MAJOR FIELDS OF STUDY FOR 1>SC EI^TERING FRESHMEN BY UNlVERr 
/ ^ ' ' '■ .-SHY NATIONAL NORMS AND RACE . ^ ^ 



PROBABi: MAJOR^ FIELDS OF STUDY 
Science" and Math 
Social and Beha/ioral Science 
Arts* and 'Humanities 
Educatjon 
Business ' 
Engineering / 

Health Professions ^ 
Other Fields (Technical) 
Other Fields ^Non-Technical •) ^ 
Undecided 

Comments: V. . ' ' ' 

/ 

1. The percentages of USC entering freshmen entering the different major Tields 
of stucfywere generally the same as the national norms, although USC percent- 

. ages were higher thd.n national norms for business, the health professions, 
and "undecided— categories. ' . • . 

2. use 'percentages were lower than the national norms for science and math and 
engineering^categories. '.^^ • ^ 

3. The percentages of USC black entering freshmen "Entering the different major 
fields of study were aenerally the same as the percentages of USC wh-ite 
entering freshmen, with minor differences. Blacic percentages were higher 
for education and other. fields (non-techn1cal ) categories, while white per- 
centages were higher for science and math' and aPts and humanities categories. 



use 

BLACK 


USC 
^HITE 


use 

' TOtAL 


NAT'L 
NORMS 


7.2 


10.6 


. 10.3 


17.6 


. 11.6 


10.6 . 


, ''9.9 ■ 


lp-.6 


6v5 


.=■9:0 


• 8.1 


9.8^^ 


" 9.1 


■ / 7.. 4- 




.: ,6.7 


21.2 
7.9 


22.5 . 
7.2 

> ^ 


• 15.7 . . 

J 

. 11. .9 


10.0 


' 10.8 


,10.8 


.8.1 . - 


♦ 5.0 


4.0 - 

i 


4.1 


5.7 


13.3 


10.0 


. 10.3 


10.5; 


7.1 


8.7 . 


8.6 


5.0 



Table 11 



A COMPARISON OF CURRENT RELIGIOUS PREFERENCE FOR. USC ENTERING FRESHMEN BY UNIVERSITY 
■~ NAiTIONAL NORMS AND RACE ' ^ 



CURRENT RELI GJOUS PREFERENCE* 

^ '■ 

Protestant 

.CathoTi'c ■ .. . • 

Jewish. 



Other Religions 
None 



USC 
BLACK 


USC 

WHITE 


USC 
TOTAL" 


^ NAT'L 
NORMS 


82.8 


70.8 


. 71.8 


45.0 




- 16.9 


15.7 


3K9 


• &. 0 . 

« 


. Z.9 


. 2.5 

1 ■ 
•3.1 


6.9 




7.0/ 


> -7.0 


ll'.S 



♦Protestant (includes: Baptist, Congregational ,\jjis90^al , Lutheran, Methodist, 
Presbyterian, Quake^r, Seven , Day Adventist, and other Protestant. '"Other" consists 
of Eastern Orthodox, .Latter Day Saints (Mormon), Muslim, Unitarian-Universal ist 
and religion (other). * ' 



. Cornments: " ^ - ■ ■ 

J 1. USC entering freshmen were more likely to be Protestant (71.8%) and. less likely 
: to be Catholic (15.7%), Jewish ^.5%), other religions (3.1%), or hold no 
religious preference (none 7.0%) when comparea to national norms.. 

2. Black US£ entering freshmen (82.8%) were more likely than white freshmen (70.8%) 
* to be Protestant. ' ; - 

3*. White use Qntering freshmen were more likely to be Catholic and Jev^ish than 
USC black entering freshmen. ; , ■ 



ERIC 



22 

■13- 



• Table" 12 



A COMPARISON OF POLITICAL ORIENTATION OF USC ENTERING FRESHMEN BY UNIVERSITY 

~ '• " ^ NATIONAL NORMS MP MCE 

- ■ • - 7 . 

- • " ' use 

POLITICAL ORIENTATION ' ,. BLACK 

Far Left ^ .3.6 

Liberal . 31.2 

Middle-of-the-road \^ 57.1 

Conservative 6.9 

Far Right ' 1.2 



Comments: 

1. Political orientations of USC entering freshmen were f^rticularlyclose to 
the national norms' with most students describing their positions as "middle- 
of the road." ' ■ / \ 

2. USC entering black freshmen described themselves as more lilperal while USC- 
. , entering white freshmen described tfiemselves as more conservative. 



USC 
WHITE ' 

1.5 
25.9 
56.0 
15.6 

1.0 



use 

TOTAL 
l.,8 
26.7 
56.1 
14.3 
1.0 



NAT'L 
NORMS 

1.7 

29.2 

52.6 

15.8 

0.7 



• ,f ; ■ , ■ Table 13 . ■ , , . . ' • \ 

. / , > 

A COMPARISON OF POLITICAL ORIENTATION OF USC ENTERING FRESHHEN BY,UNIVERSITy MMk. NQRfe, RACE,AND SEl 



01 

I 



POLIT ICAL ORIENTATION 

far Left . 
Liberal * 
.Middle-of-the-road 

« ■ ' * 

'Conservative 
Far Right » 



I ■ ■ . ^ ■ ■ ... ■ ■ ' :■■ 

Conments: 

. , • / „' ■ ■'■ ■ 

1. Mhen compared to females, males were more likely to hold 'liberal or conservative views. However, black 
■ females were somewhat more likely to hold extreme views than black males. 



USC BLACK • 

■ M.' . F, , 


ySC WHITE 

■ F, 
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Table U 




COMPARISON OF PIMO -RESIDENCE FOR FALL TERH OF USC ENTERING FRESHWEN BY ONIVERSITY, NATIONAL NORMS AND RACE 



RESIDENCr PLANNED .DURING . FALL TERM 
With parents o,r relatives 

Other private home or apartment r 

• ■ • ■ ■ ■ ' \ • 
Callege dormitory. 
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Counts: ■■ - . , , • • 

1. Uher coipmd to natiowl nons OSC freshmen (62,«) were less likely to live io a college 'f';/*;'. 
national non»s (76.41), however, OSt freshen (30.21) were mre, likely, than national norms (W.M) to live with 
|)are,nts or relatives. 

V use bkk and -white freshmen, reported similar plans for residency with blacks (8.2fl somewhat more likely to 
live in private, homes or apartments than whites (4.9^)^ ^ . 
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, ' Table 15 

A COMPARISO N OF FUTURE ESTIMATIONS MADE BY USC ENTERING FRESHMEN BY UNIVERSITY 
- — ^" ^ : NATIONAL NORMS AND RACE~ ' ~- 
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Comments: 

1. Approximately 13% of USC entering freshmen estimated that chances .were very 
good^at th'ey would "get a bachelor's degree";' over half (59.5%) reported 
they would "be satisfied.with cdl lege"; and 66.8% estimated they would probably 
"f.ind a job I'n a preferred field." • . , 

2. ' When compared to national' norms a lower percentage of USC enterijjg fresjHfien 

estimated th«t chances were very good tHat. they would "get a job to pay college 
expenses" (use 32.1%; natilonal norms 41. 6%'l. . 



Comments (continued): . . ^ " ' 

3. Slightly more USC entering freshmen (23.6%) estimated that chances* were very • 
good that t{i»ey would "join a fraternity or sorority" when' compared to the ^ /' . 
national norms (19,3%), ' , ^ 

4. A much smaller percentage of USC entering freshmen when compared, to national 
norms estimated that chancis were very good that they would "make at least a 
"B" average", "graduate with honors", or "be elected to an :honor society." 

5. A lower percentage of USC en^eVing freshmen (5.2%) 'estimated that chances were 
very good that they would "seek vocational counseling" tjian the national nomis 
(8.1%).' ^ , . ' 

6. use entering freshmen .were somewhat more likely than the national normj to 
estimate that chances were very good that they would "marry within a year 
'after college." • ■ ^ 

7. USC black freshmen (lA.e^Q^stimatefl chances were very good that they would 
"need tutoring in some cdvj'ses" more often than did USC white freshmen (.5,0%). 

a. More USC white enteriilg freshmen (32.5%) estimated that chances were very^good 
that they would "get a job to pay college expenses"' than USC black entering 
freshmen (29,3%) but .were .less likely (19V2%) to "work at an outsider job" , than 
use black freshmen (22, \%), „ . 

9. USC black freshmen (5.4%) estimated chances were very good that they would 
"change career choices" less often thanjj^hite USC freshmen (14,4%), ^ 

10. -A lower percentage of USC black freshmen (59,5%) estimated that chances were 
' very good they would "find a job in preferred field" than did. USC white 

freshmen (67,7%), / ■' • 

11. More USC white freshmen (15,7%) estimated that chances were good they-wocld 
. "change major field" than did USC, black freshmen (9.1%). 



SUMMARY ' 
Profile^- The typical entering freshman at USC for. Fall 1976 was: 



- 18 years of^age . ; , 

- a white Caucasian" f 

- a ""B" studfent in high schoo-l \. ' , 

- planning to achieve at'least a bachelors or masters degree ' 

- likely to have selected USC for" its good academic reputation and because - 
it offers special educat>on programs . / 

- probSwi from a' family with an annu«|l income'of between $15,000 and $19,000 

- a business, health or non-techniclT^ field major 

- a protestant 

- "mtddle-of-th.e-road" politically 
-residing in a col lege •dormitory ^ 
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Profile - Compared with entering freshmen national ly^SC entering freshmen were: 

«r - less likely to have maintained an "A" average in hi-gh s-chool but were more 
likely. to have maintained a "B" average 

' - less likely to cite "good academic reputation" as a reason in making their 
. college choice ^ ^ ' . , 

- more liKely to be black ^ . 

- generally less confident academically and less likely to seek.an advanced 

■ degree . - . ■ . ' . ; 

- more -likely to be Pro'testant; less likely to be Roman Catholic and more 
likely to have a religious preference 

- more likely to live'with parients or relatives and less likely to live in 
a college dormitory 

/ ' ' : 

- more li'kely to receive support from part-time employment 



A COMPARISON OF FALL. 1976 BLACK,AND WHITE use ENTERING FRESHMEN ' 

. : • ■ ^ ■■ ',■ J ■ . ■ 

- black freshmen were, younger 

- bl^ck freshfiien were n^ore likely ^to plan pdst-baccal aureate degrees 

' ■ black frestimen estimated parental income" as much Id'ss than that of white 
freshmen . ' " ' ... • 

. - black. and white freshmen had generally the, same average grades in high School 

- black freshmen^were more likely to be influenced by "good academic reputa- 
' tation" and "offered financial assistance" when selecting, USC 

- black students-were more likely to choose education and non-technical 
fields as probable major, fields of study wRile white freshmen chose science 
and math and arts and humanities ' . ' 

— . . ' " . • - . • ■ ■ / 

- white freshmen were more likely to be Catholic alii Jewish f 

- black freshmen were more likely to have a liberal political orientation 

- ■ ^ . . ■ ' < 

■ • - black freshmen were more likely to t>ve .in private homes or apartments 

- white freshmerv were more likely to estifiate that chances were very gopd that 
they would" "change major field", "change career choice", "jo^in a fraternity 
or sorority" i "transfer to an>5ther- college", and "find a job in-oreferred 

■■: field" " • - . , - ^ / 

- black freshmen were more likely to estim^ate that chances were very good that 
they would "need tutoHng'in some ,coursey", "be satisfied witK college" , a'nd 
"work at outside job" ' ' 
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